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Jr. Jaaea 3. Rhoads, Archivist 

National Archives 
Washington, D.o. 20408 
2ear Dr. Rhoads, 
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Of course I appeal, on all counts. 
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Ut 0336 of *«»» years ago. If you are St Sf~* ! * Precisely what was at issue in 
request for those pictures as well as my Ttor * t ^ ?*"* rSfUSed ^ 

the taking of such pictures applicable^ oftta «L -d? “ y0U3r ^S^ations covering 
revision you made during the litigation and "hive do' 3U±t * 1 * aS providsd with 
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Y , , ° ~ *vl»reat. you swore falsely to the material 

iou would not even permit a ze-o* of rh„ „■ * serial. 

recoras curing depositions in C.A. '75-226. I^Sev^it iacor?orated into the court 

deny this evidence to a court of law \ J ' S ^^akably arrogant of you to 

StTTth 13 f f ls ® “* indecent - There is noS^il tL^ ?“* W ?reteEded about those 
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Sore recently other withheld records have been made available. They were not made 
a -ala ole to® at the tine they were made available to others despite the oriohity of 
ay request^ dating to aoout t<Jc8. Sxaffiia&tiQn of these withheld records discloses no 

10 “ faot - to » *•“ **- 

— ' tr^in t.i. J} 6j-70 oeeause tney are clear on intent of the lette agreement. 
7 ^ oz ?^ 0 -t on the providing of pictures under that letter agreeiaent. 

So were your own regulations. 
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I do hope you will reconsider and elminate the need for 
have had to be litigated and should not have to be litigated 

There has been no response from GSA. I enclose a carbon 


litigating what should never 
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for GSA for your convenience. 


Sincerely, 


Harold Weis berg 


SSIWPlianoe, seven months, I also ask for an explanation 
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